REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 



Applicants respond herein to the Final Office Action dated November 7, 2008. 

Claims 1,2, 10, 13, 18 and 19 are currently pending in the appUcation, with claims 10, 
13, 18 and 19 being amended. 

Claims 10, 13, 18 and 19 were rejected in the Office Action under 35 USC 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Kriauciunas et al. (4,927,427). Claims 1 and 2 were indicated as allowable. 

Claims 10, as amended, recites "an ultrasonic generator generating ultrasonic vibrations" 
and "a lithotripter connected to the ultrasonic generator to receive the ultrasonic vibrations." 
Further, as recited in Claim 10, the lithotripter includes "a crushing section which crushes a 
calculus using the ultrasonic vibrations." This limitation of Claim 10 is not disclosed or 
suggested by the prior art of record. 

Specifically, Kriauciunas discloses a kidney stones removal device which includes a 
stone trapping basket 22 at one end of a wire 20 and an electrode 38. A kidney stone is drawn 
into close proximity to the electrode, and electrical sparks are generated between the wire and the 
electrode creating a shock wave in close proximity to the stone. See, Kriauciunas, col. 3, lines 7- 
50. However, Kriauciunas does not disclose or even suggests using an ultrasonic generator 
connected to a lithotripter to crush the stone by applying to it the ultrasonic vibrations, as 
required by the amended Claim 10. Therefore, the above Umitations of Claim 10 are not 
disclosed or even suggested by Kriauciunas. 

Similarly to the recitations of Claim 10, amended Claim 13 recites "an uhrasonic 
generator generating ultrasonic vibrations" and "a lithotriptic device which is connected to the 
ultrasonic generator to receive the ultrasonic vibrations, passed through an endoscope channel 
and crushes a calculus using the uhrasonic vibrations," amended Claim 18 recites "an ultrasonic 
generator generating ultrasonic vibrations" and "a calculus crushing section connected to the 
ultrasonic generator to receive the ultrasonic vibrations and operable to crush the calculus using 
the ultrasonic vibrations," and amended Claim 19 recites "an ultrasonic generator generating 
ultrasonic vibrations" and "a crushing device connected to the ultrasonic generator to receive the 
ultrasonic vibrations and operable for crushing a calculus through an endoscope channel using 
the ultrasonic vibrations." These limitations of Claims 13, 18 and 19 are not disclosed or even 
suggested by the cited prior art. 
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In view of the above amendments and discussion, all of the claims are patentable over the 
cited prior art and are in condition for allowance with such favorable action being respectfiilly 
solicited. 

Accordingly, the Examiner is respectfully requested to reconsider the application, allow 
the claims as amended and pass this case to issue. 
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